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to succeeding generations. But I came
into sharp focus as I saw this infant
and held her in my hands when she was
less than a day old back on January 20,
1994, and seeing her grow up, and seeing
what is really happening every day as
we burden her generation and future
generations on a credit card where we
would not consider even remotely
charging something to her account.
But that is in effect what we are doing
as a Nation.

During the course of the debate on
this line-item veto there will be many
statements about how the interest rate
is mounting. Senator SMITH pointed
out in dramatic fashion the increase on
a moment-by-moment basis. That is
just unfair to the next generation and
the generations which follow.

That is why we are working cur-
rently on a rescissions bill sent over by
the House of Representatives just yes-
terday. The appropriators met yester-
day afternoon to take a look, to do our
job in cutting expenses on the Federal
budget.

In my capacity as chairman of the
appropriations subcommittee of Labor,
Health and Human Services and Edu-
cation, the cut was especially onerous,
some $5 billion. But I am committed to
balancing the budget by the year 2002
which is the target set by the Congress,
whether or not we have a balanced
budget amendment. I think we have to
move on a path to reach the balanced
budget by that year. I have some dif-
ferences of judgment with what the
House sent over. But I am reasonably
confident that the Senate will meet
that target of the $17 billion rescission.

I have concerns, Mr. President, as to
cuts which will affect summer jobs
where I think in America today there
has been a reliance for the young peo-
ple to have activities for the summer
where they cannot find jobs in the pri-
vate sector, a matter which keeps the
lids on our big cities and our smaller
communities. I have some concerns
about cuts in the education line where
there will be moneys taken away from
drug-free schools. But this is a matter
of establishing our priorities.

I believe that a much, much better
job can be done on establishing the pri-
orities for America’s spending. If we
are not prepared to tax for it, we ought
not be prepared to spend for it. If there
is one thing that will not pass in the
U.S. Senate or the U.S. House of Rep-
resentatives today, it would be a tax
increase.

It is my hope, Mr. President, that we
will soon one day take up Senate bill
488, which I introduced 2 weeks ago
yesterday, which would simplify the
tax system in America, which would
enable taxpayers to fill out their tax
returns on a simple postcard.

If I may show what could be done
under my proposal for a national tax,
it would be a 20-percent national tax
which has been worked out very care-
fully by Professors Hall and Rabushka
of Stanford University. It will allow
only two deductions for charitable con-

tributions and for interest on home
mortgages, and it would be simplicity
personified. Who knows?

There may be someone in America
today watching C-SPAN 2 who is filling
out his or her tax return. I know that
individual would love the opportunity
to fill it out on a single postcard as I
would myself. There is an amazing
amount of some 5 billion hours spent
by Americans on their tax returns and
some $200 billion on the cost of filing
returns. But tax simplification is some-
what off the subject. But I mention a
national tax just in passing.

I compliment my colleague in the
House of Representatives, Majority
Leader DICK ARMEY, who has proposed
a similar measure. It is my hope that
we will take up the issue of a national
tax and tax reform. But I believe it
would be unthinkable to have a tax in-
crease given the mood of the American
people where the mandate of the last
election was very direct and very
blunt; that is for smaller Government,
for lesser spending, and for less taxes.

Certainly, the minimum is to have
the balanced budget and the line-item
veto, which would be a very, very im-
portant and significant step on an in-
stitutional change which would provide
the mechanism to cut spending, which
has not really been a priority item, and
would help lead us on the bath—it
might lead us on a ‘‘bath,’’ too, which
is a Freudian slip—on the path to cut
expenditures. But the pending line-
item veto would certainly give the
President the clear-cut authority and
the confidence to exercise the line-item
veto.

In the unlikely event that this meas-
ure does not pass, I hope that President
Clinton will again review the constitu-
tional authority for the President to
exercise the line-item veto under the
current legal constitutional provisions.

I thank the Chair. I yield the floor.
Mr. D’AMATO addressed the Chair.
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The

Chair announces that all the remaining
time is under the control of the minor-
ity.

f

ORDER OF PROCEDURE

Mr. D’AMATO. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent that I might pro-
ceed for 5 minutes as if in morning
business.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

Mr. D’AMATO addressed the Chair.
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-

ator from New York is recognized.
Mr. D’AMATO. Thank you, Mr. Presi-

dent

f

SAM DONALDSON, GIVE THE
MONEY BACK

Mr. D’AMATO. Mr. President, I read
a rather interesting article—a rather
shocking article—in the Wall Street
Journal yesterday about affluent urban
farmers getting crop subsidies.

Lo and behold, I was absolutely
shocked, as I think most Americans
will be when they learn, and those that
did learn, about Sam. Now I am talking
about Sam Donaldson. Let me say
right now, Sam, wherever you are,
come out of hiding. Sam, come out of
hiding and give the money back.

Mr. President, I ask unanimous con-
sent that this Wall Street Journal arti-
cle be printed in the RECORD.

There being no objection, the article
was ordered to be printed in the
RECORD, as follows:
[From the Wall Street Journal, Mar. 16, 1995]

AS CONGRESS CONSIDERS SLASHING CROP SUB-
SIDIES, AFFLUENT URBAN FARMERS COME
UNDER SCRUTINY

(By Bruce Ingersoll)

WINNETKA, IL.—The neighbors on Woodley
Road know next to nil about Helen Pinnell,
but they assume she is loaded. How else
could she afford a multimillion-dollar home
here in one of suburban Chicago’s most ex-
clusive enclaves?

Her neighbor next door, Marlo Brown, is
stunned to hear that an heir to the fabled
King Ranch in Texas left his $10-million
share of the vast cattle-and-oil empire to
Mrs. Pinnell more than 20 years ago. ‘‘Isn’t
that wonderful luck,’’ exclaims the elderly
Mrs. Brown.

Mrs. Pinnell, it turns out, is doubly lucky.
As if oil royalties and agricultural revenues
from her 87,000-acre spread on the Texas Gulf
Coast weren’t enough, she collects farm sub-
sidy payments each year from the Agri-
culture Department. Since 1985, the total
payout to her and three Pinnell family
trusts comes to nearly $1.5 million, accord-
ing to USDA payment data.

Throughout the country, there are thou-
sands of other absentee landlords in Mrs.
Pinnell’s city-slicker shoes, including ranch-
owner Sam Donaldson of ABC–TV fame, a
New York merchant banker, two scions of an
antebellum cotton planter, even an unidenti-
fied $400,000-subsidy recipient with a dis-
tinctly nonrural zip code—90210—in Beverly
Hills, Calif.

ANTISUBSIDY BACKLASH

How long they can count on government
checks coming in the mail depends on how
much money Congress whacks out of the
crop-subsidy programs this year. With the
1995 farm bill debate in full cry, lawmakers
already are trying to rescind funds from this
fiscal year’s Agriculture Department budget.
Whipping up an anti-subsidy backlash are
environmentalists and conservative Repub-
licans, who contend that the Depression-era
farm programs are badly out of date and out
of control. While continuing to provide a
safety net for struggling farmers, the critics
say, the subsidy programs increasingly pad
the cushion under already comfortable off-
the-farm farmers. For the first time, the En-
vironmental Working Group has documented
the extent to which suburban and city dwell-
ers benefit from farm subsidies.

‘‘We have no beef with people investing in
farms, but why are taxpayers covering the
risks of an absentee North Dakota farm
owner living in Manhattan?’’ wonders Ken-
neth Cook, president of the Washington-
based watchdog group.

Using computerized USDA data, the group
has traced the flow of hundreds of millions of
tax dollars to off-the-farm farmers—includ-
ing corporations and partnerships—in the 50
largest U.S. cities since 1985. Chicago’s farm
owners, for example, collected $24 million
over the last decade. But if you add in Mrs.
Pinnell’s hometown, Winnetka, and other
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Chicago suburbs, the total swells to $55 mil-
lion.

Mrs. Pinnell was once secretary for a
plumbing company. She owes her wealth to a
grandson of 19th century cattle baron Rich-
ard King, Edwin Atwood, whom she be-
friended in his old age. In the early 1970s, she
took over Mr. Atwood’s King Ranch holdings
and bought out another heir and a Chicago
policeman who had been bequeathed part of
the ranch by yet a third heir.

In Texas, Mrs. Pinnell has her own cattle
brand, a big ranch house, plenty of cattle, a
small field of oil wells pumping away and
about 30,000 acres rented to cotton and sor-
ghum farmers. Her land is bordered by the
late Nelson Rockefeller’s 6,000-acre spread,
now owned by his two sons.

‘‘TAKE-CHARGE’’ LANDLORD

‘‘She hardly shows up down here,’’ says
ranch manager Jerry Taylor. But when she
does, she takes charge. Says Max Dreyer, a
retired farmer in nearby San Perlita, Texas:
‘‘When they’re rounding up cattle, she won’t
even let the helicopter pilots fly over the
house.’’

Here in Winnetka, Mrs. Pinnell and her
husband, Curtis, a retired railroad freight
agent, stay behind the double doors and two-
story Doric columns of their immense brick
house. Members of the Women’s Garden Club
of Woodley Road see them only in passing on
the road. In her red Mercedes, Mrs. Pinnell
scoots over to an office she keeps in the
nearby suburb of Northbrook, sometimes to
confer with her attorney, Richard Williams.
While his client won’t comment, Mr. Wil-
liams plays down the amount of the sub-
sidies she gets, which include disaster assist-
ance and conservation payments. ‘‘There are
lots of people with smaller farm operations
that get more subsidies,’’ he says.

In New Mexico, Sam Donaldson passes for
a big-time rancher, absentee or not. He is the
third-largest recipient of wool and mohair
payments in Lincoln County, where he runs
flocks of sheep and Angora goats on his
sprawling spread near Hondo, N.M., accord-
ing to Allen (Bill) Trammell, the county ex-
ecutive director for the Combined Farm
Services Agency. Over the last two years,
$97,000 in subsidy checks have gone to Mr.
Donaldson’s address in the Virginia suburbs
of Washington. What’s more, under an agri-
cultural conservation cost-sharing program,
Mr. Donaldson got $3,500 earlier to defray the
cost of watering facilities for his livestock.

An assistant to Mr. Donaldson says he isn’t
available for comment.

FIFTH AVENUE FARMER

New Yorker Roslyn Ziff, a retired actress
and opera singer, adores her 67-year-old
friend Henry Warren. ‘‘He’s the only man I
know who farms on Fifth Avenue,’’ she says.
For years, Mr. Warren has seen his psycho-
therapy patients, lived on the seventh floor
of 27-story building at 1 Fifth Avenue and
managed a Nebraska farm from afar. Told he
was the biggest recipient of farm subsidies
on Manhattan—$558,000 since 1985—his reply
was: ‘‘Good for me!’’ But he adds that ‘‘it’s
good for consumers’’ because farm programs
help ensure a stable food supply at relatively
low prices.

This year, the retired Mr. Warren is leas-
ing his land in Holt County for cash, which
means he will no longer get subsidy pay-
ments. But that doesn’t mean he will have to
go cold turkey. The Agriculture Department,
because of a big corn surplus, is paying farm-
ers to hold their corn off the market. Mr.
Warren figures to collect about $6,000 in stor-
age fees this year, just as he got $81,000 in
the late 1980s.

‘‘That’s outrageous,’’ Democratic Rep.
Carolyn Maloney says of her New York con-
stituent’s diet of subsidies. ‘‘It points to the

hypocrisy of cutting Food Stamps and nutri-
tion programs.’’

Another Nebraska farm-owning New York-
er is Daniel Lamprecht, an agribusiness deal-
maker for ING Capital Holdings Corp.’s mer-
chant banking arm. Living in midtown Man-
hattan, he has collected $158,000 in payments
over the last decade, mostly for keeping his
hilly—and highly erodible—cropland in the
Conservation Reserve Program. All along, he
admits, he has dreaded being found out.

‘‘I’m the fourth generation to own this
property,’’ he says. ‘‘I’m loath to give it up.
It isn’t a hobby. It’s an economic enter-
prise.’’ It would be unfair, he argues, for Con-
gress to deprive his 1,060-acre farm of sub-
sidies, either because of his off-farm income
or his upscale New York address.

Far to the south, Jack Northington Shwab
and his sister Clara Jane Lovell own 4,000
acres of farm land in Egypt, Texas, where
their ancestor, Captain W.J.E. Heard, settled
in the late 1840s and built a great plantation.
Today, busloads of tourists and history buffs
tour the old place and the museum in the
rear. Meanwhile, three farmers till the land
and share with the landlords rice and corn
receipts as well as the subsidy payments.
Over the last 10 years, Mr. Shwab and Mrs.
Lovell have each collected $344,000, he on Hil-
ton Head Island, S.C., and she on Nantucket
Island off Massachusetts, according to USDA
payment data.

While calling himself ‘‘a retired investor,’’
Mr. Shwab still looks after a portfolio of
stocks and bonds as well as his Texas land
holdings and natural gas wells. He, for one,
is becoming alarmed about the antisubsidy
rumblings on Capitol Hill. ‘‘I do intend to
write my congressman,’’ he says. But first he
must figure out which one—his representa-
tive from South Carolina or his representa-
tive from Texas.

Mr. D’AMATO. Mr. President, I was
shocked to learn that Sam Donaldson,
who happens to be one of the most
highly paid journalists in the United
States, earning millions of dollars, is
collecting welfare—$100,000 in welfare
payments—from the U.S. Government.
That is right. It is called the Wool and
Mohair Subsidy Program. It is sup-
posed to help farmers.

Sam Donaldson has received almost
$100,000 for a ranch in New Mexico
while he lives right outside the Capitol
here in suburban Washington, in Vir-
ginia. I think it is an outrage. It is
wrong. It is wrong and it must be
stopped.

Does anyone really believe that Sam
Donaldson is a real sheep farmer? Real-
ly? I see him on TV all the time.

Sam, do the right thing. You know
what that is. Give the money back.

Now, there are plenty of other exam-
ples of absentee landlords receiving
these farm subsidies, but it is particu-
larly glaring that millionaire Sam
Donaldson is getting this taxpayers’
money.

Sam Donaldson, give that money
back.

It is my understanding that Mr. Don-
aldson is the third largest recipient of
wool and mohair payments in Lincoln
County, NM—not Virginia, or New
Mexico. According to the Wall Street
Journal, Mr. Donaldson received $97,000
in subsidy checks over the last 2 years.
And under another Government agri-
cultural program—this time for con-
servation sharing—Mr. Donaldson got

$3,500 to defray the costs of watering
facilities for his livestock.

And here we have Sam Donaldson,
the self-appointed conscience of Amer-
ica, who was said to be unavailable for
comment. Can you imagine, Mr. Presi-
dent, if you were unavailable for com-
ment?

I can imagine why.
Sam Donaldson, come out of hiding

and give back to the American people—
the taxpayers—that $97,000.

There is one other question I would
like to pose. This program is going to
be phased out over the next 2 years. I
want to know whether Mr. Donaldson
is going to continue to receive those
subsidies, or is he going to stop it?
Americans have a right to know.

I hope, Sam, you give that money
back.

Mr. President, I yield the floor.
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Who

yields time?
Mr. COATS. Mr. President, I ask

unanimous consent to proceed as if in
morning business.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

Mr. COATS. Mr. President, I might
first announce that we believe there is
just one additional speaker. Senator
HEFLIN will be coming to the floor to
speak. I will go forward here, as if in
morning business, until he arrives, and
then I will be happy to turn the floor
over to him. Then it is my understand-
ing the Senate will stand in recess for
the weekend.

f

RESIGNATION OF WILLIAM A.
GALSTON

Mr. COATS. Mr. President, I noticed
today a small item that appeared in
the Washington Post, the news that the
President’s Deputy Assistant to the
President for Domestic Policy, Mr.
William Galston, had submitted his
resignation, effective in May.

Mr. Galston is a Democrat. I am a
Republican, but I have been an admirer
of some of the work that he has done in
the past. He played a prominent role—
I believe he was executive director—in
the Progressive Policy Institute, the
arm of the Democratic Party that was
looking for new and innovative ways to
address, in particular, some of the so-
cial concerns, of the Democratic Party.

Mr. Galston said he is resigning be-
cause of his desire to strike a different
balance between family and career.
And I do not doubt that at all.

Mr. Galston has written eloquently,
has done a great deal of research, and,
I think, made a real effort in the ad-
ministration to point out the impor-
tance of the family and American life
in our society. He is going to return to
teaching at the School of Public Af-
fairs at the University of Maryland,
where he is a senior research scholar at
the university’s Institute for Philoso-
phy and Public Policy. He has been a
prolific writer, author of five books and
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